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REMARKS 

Introduction 

Upon entry of the foregoing amendment, claims 1-29, 43-58, and 62-64 are pending in the 
application. Claims 1-8, 10, 11, 14-24, 27, 28, 43, 45, 51, 53, 54, and 56-58 are amended herein. 
Claims 62-64 are newly added. No new matter is being presented. In view of the following remarks, 
reconsideration and allowance of all the pending claims are requested. 

Objection to Drawings 

The Office indicates that the drawings are objected to because FIGS. 1-8 should be labeled as 
"PRIOR ART." FIGS. 1 through 8 are amended herein and labeled as "PRIOR ART." 

In view of the above, Applicants submit that the Office's potential concerns have been 
addressed and the objection to the drawings should be resolved. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 112 

Claims 1-29 and 43-50 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The Office states the limitation "text data for 
subtitles which are not multiplexed with the plurality of clips" is not supported by Applicants' 
disclosure because Figure 9 discloses that text data and video data are blended. 

Applicants respectfully disagree with the Office's interpretation of figure 9. That is, the 
Office appears to interpret the blender in figure 9 to be a multiplexer and thus, broadly concludes 
that text data and video data are multiplexed. Figure 9 clearly describes a reader which reads AV 
data, text data for subtitles, and downloaded font data stored in an information storage medium, a 
decoder for decoding AV data, and a renderer which renders text files. Figure 9 describes a blender 
and illustrates that the blender synthesizes moving pictures output from the decoder with subtitle 
data output from the renderer. In other words, the blender may be configured to overlay graphic data 
with video data to generate an image. See paragraph [0110] of Applicants' specification. 

Contrary to the Office's allegations, figure 9 in the Applicants' specification does not 
disclose or suggest that text data for subtitles are multiplexed with the plurality of clips. Further 
support for the claim feature that text data for subtitles are not multiplexed with the plurality of clips 
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may be found, for example, in paragraph [01 12] which clearly describes that text data is recorded 
separately from AV streams. 

Reconsideration and withdrawal of the claim rejection are respectfully requested. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 1-5, 7, 8, 12, and 13 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent 6,128,434 to Hirayama et al. (hereinafter, " Hirayama "). Applicants respectfully 
traverse the rejections of these claims for at least the following reasons. 

Claim 1 

The comments above regarding the Office's statements that the claimed text data for subtitles 
are not multiplexed with the plurality of clips is not supported by Applicants' specification, apply 
here with respect to claim 1. 

Furthermore, claim 1 recites, inter alia, "the text subtitle data compris[es] character data, 
display start time information indicating a display start time of the text subtitle data, and display 
style information used to convert the character data into graphic data, and. . .stored separately from 
the AV data." 

Hirayama fails to disclose or suggest all of the claimed features as recited in claim 1. 

Accordingly, the rejection is improper and withdrawal of the same is respectfully requested. 

The Office is reminded that "[a] claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set 
forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference." 
Verdegaal Bros, v. Union Oil Co. of California . 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d 1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 
1987). "The identical invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the ... 
claim." Richardson v. Suzuki Motor Co. . 868 F.2d 1226, 1236, 9 USPQ2d 1913, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 
1989). The elements must be arranged as required by the claim. . ." In re Bond . 910 F.2d 831, 15 
USPQ2d 1566 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 

Accordingly, withdrawal of these rejections is requested, and there being no further 
rejections/objections, allowance of these claims is also respectfully solicited. 
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Claims 2-5. 7. 8. 12. and 13 

Dependent claims 2-5, 7, 8, 12, and 13 (depending from independent claim 1) recite 
patentably distinguishing features of their own, and further, are at least patentably distinguishing 
over the cited prior art due to their dependency from independent claim 1. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of these rejections and allowance of these claims are respectfully 
solicited. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 14-21, 25, 26, 28, 29, and 43-58 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 6,345,147 to Mimura et al. (hereinafter, "Mimura") in view of 
U.S. Patent 6,046,778 to Nonomura et al. (hereinafter, " Nonomura '778" ). and further in view of 
U.S. Patent 6,574,419 to Nonomura et al. (hereinafter, " Nonomura '419" ). Applicants respectfully 
traverse the rejections of these claims for at least the following reasons. 

Claims 14, 43. and 51 

Claim 14 recites, inter alia, "the text subtitle data. . .stored separately from the AV data" and 
"the text subtitle data comprises character data, display start time information indicating a display 
start time of the text subtitle data, and display style information used to convert the character data 
into graphic data." 

Similarly, claim 43 recites, inter alia, "text subtitle data. . .comprising character data, display 
start time information indicating a display start time of the text subtitle data, and display style 
information used to convert the character data into graphic data"; and claim 51 recites, inter alia, 
"the text subtitle data. . .comprising character data, display start time information indicating a display 
start time of the text subtitle data, and display style information used to convert the character data 
into graphic data, and are stored separately from the AV data." 

Mimura . Nonomura '778 . and Nonomura '419. taken alone or in combination, do not 
disclose or suggest all of the claimed features as recited in claims 14, 43, and 51. 

As such, the rejection is improper and withdrawal of the same is respectfully requested. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of these rejections is requested, and there being no further 
rejections/objections, allowance of these claims is also respectfully solicited. 
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Claims 15-21. 25. 26. 28. 29. 44-50. and 52-58 

Dependent claims 15-21, 25, 26, 28, and 29 (depending from independent claim 14), claims 
44-50 (depending from independent claim 43), and claims 52-58 (depending from independent claim 
51) recite patentably distinguishing features of their own, and further, are at least patentably 
distinguishing over the cited prior art due to their dependency from independent claims 14, 43, and 
51, respectively. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of these rejections and allowance of these claims are respectfully 
solicited. 

Rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 6, 9-11, 22-24, and 27 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over a combination of cited prior art references as set forth in paragraphs 10, 11, 13, 
and 14 on pages 10-12 and 22-24 of the Office Action dated May 5, 201 1. Dependent claims 6 and 
9-11 (depending from independent claim 1) and claims 22-24 and 27 (depending from independent 
claim 14) recite patentably distinguishing features of their own, and further, are at least patentably 
distinguishing over the cited prior art due to their dependency from independent claims 1 and 14, 
respectively. 

Accordingly, withdrawal of these rejections and allowance of these claims are respectfully 
solicited. 

New Claims 

New claims 62-64 are added by this Amendment. New claims 62-64 recites, inter alia, text 
subtitle data "comprises character data, display start time information indicating a display start time 
of the text subtitle data, and display style information used to convert the character data into graphic 
data." 

None of the cited prior art references disclose or suggest the claim limitations as recited in 
new claims 62-64. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that new claims 62-64 do not present 
any new matter. Moreover, it is submitted that the references cited fail to disclose or suggest each 
and every element as recited in claims 62-64, for example, as noted for claims 1, 14, 43, and 51 
above, and accordingly, allowance of new claims 62-64 is also respectfully solicited. 

17 



Serial No.: 10/684,509 



(1101.0281) 



Reply to Office Action dated May 5, 2011 
Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that a full and complete response has been made to the 
outstanding Office Action and, as such, there being no other objections or rejections, this application 
is in condition for allowance, and a notice to this effect is earnestly solicited. 

If the Examiner believes, for any reason, that personal communication will expedite 
prosecution of this application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned at the number 
provide below. 
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